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Rt-a! Party in IntcreM <3? CFR 41 -37(0(1 )0f) 

1 he jea! pam m mttnest is Mi Michael Pa^ca/i 



2 



Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Appeal Brief Dated V>\ ember 23, 2UOO ctobei 20, 2U0" 
In Reph to OtViee Action dated Ma\ 1. 2o<)0 



Related \ppeaSs and Interferences {3^ ti-R41.37(c)(!Mu)> 

The Appellant not aw art. of jnv i elated pnoi ur pending appeals o\ 
mteifereneei> related to this mattet 
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Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Appeal Brief Dated No\ ember 23, 2UOO ctnbei 20. 2009 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1. 2o<)0 

Status of Claims (37 CFR 4K37<c)< 1 >(iii» 

Claims i- * and ^-i 7 ate the pending claim:; in the application and the claims 

on appeal 

Claim 4 has been cancelled. 

Churns So and ^-P stand tejeued under I'SC $ U*? as being unpatentable 
o\ei Mununuj et a) (1>S Patent No 6,8 16," { 0} m \?ew of KhndufMth f(\7"L"'0U 

\ cop\ of the <" "laini» cn \ppeal is atraehtd heieto m tlx \ppendt\ oft {aims, 
listiTijj; the anient status of pending UanrK l~} and 1- i 1 well at> the status id now 
cancelled claim 4. 
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Application No. 00/902,-166 

Appeal Brief Dated November 23, 2009 ctober 20, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May 1 - 2009 

Status of Amendments {37 CFR 41.37<c>(J)(iv)) 

TIik application \^ds ongmalh filed on Juiv 50, 200! with lo claims An Office 
\ction wa^ issued on Mav \ 2005 i ejecting claim,; l-\ $ *> 12, and 14 under *5 X ' S { 
Sec W2 a-* being anticipated b\ Anderson a al{ I s Patent NO o on 894) ! he 
t\aminet Mo teiecred Jaims 4, ^ 10 U, and 13 undei 3^ I s( Sec KHuu as being 
unpatentable o\ei Andetspn m stew oi Aibal tl S Patent No n,{>6<\0 36! The Fxatmnei 
ak->o i ejected claims o-7 and I ^-16 under 3s \ SO Sec 1 0"?ta) as being unpatentable 
met Andet son in \ jew of lee eta! (Is Patent \o 6>47,o32) 

On No\embei 7, 200^ an \mendmem xuis illed amending claim 1 and canceling 
claim 4 ( j nd piescnOng arguments o\e> the Ancfeison teieience 

On Decembei 22 200\ tin, 1 \amme. lepbed b\ issuing a second ( >ffu e \ction 
aaam lejccunsi independent claims 1 and 14 o\<.r Andets,>n, hitther tn siew i4 ihe newh 
eitcd Vmu <L S Patent No <\f>94,019) 

( >n June 2(>, 20u6 Appellants filed ai^ \mendnient adding new independent claim 
] ~ and aigumc' o\et the new i ejection ol Vndei son and Song On August ]h 200o me 
1 hud Office \ctum a a? issued itiectini; independent claims I ! 4 and 1 7 ^et a new h 
cited jetlreive \nandakumai {L s Patent No 0,^74,2131 

On febiuasx 2^ 3007 \incndmeni \\,b submitted (nlnmatcK enteted In was 
ol petition on June 1 4 20O~) picseutiug new arguments against the Anaudakiimai 
iciejence Ihe ! xasnsnei issued a ioujih aaum on Septembei 10, 2008 now lejectmg 
independent claims 1 14 and P oxei a third 3epaiate ,~>et of refeiences, namely Heinoncn 
oi a! (I S Patent No 6> 1 6 "I'Dm uew of Khnd worth ei a I (I S Patent No 
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Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Appeal Brief Dated V>\ ember 23, 2UOO ctobei 20, 200" 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1. 2000 

o,77i "f)ii a j espon-ie, Without amendment. \\<^ .submitted on Febiuai\ 12 2000 
atuuint; o\et the mo nu\h uted icfcienceo I he 3r\ammef issued a fifth Office Action 
on May 1, 200'^ auatnv,t which the ptesent appeal has been filed 
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Application No U*-) >K)2 />6o 

Appeal Brief Dated \o\ ember 23, 2uW ctnber 20, 2U0" 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1. 2(><H) 

Summary of Claimed Subject Matter (37 CFK 41 .J7(cM 

The following is a com i<-e explanation of independent claims i i4 and i 7 on 
appeal indicating the conopondinu poiuons ot the specification that suppou these 
elements 

Claim J ret. ue* a telephone astern lot ttansimtimg telephone sigmPs between 
fust and second mobile stations A fust internet ptetocol mteiface i.s coniiguTed to 
iecei\e an incoming ccO phone aj»nal generated b\ the fhst mobile station, and to 
uanstmt the phone signal to the internet Sec element 16 and paragraph jOOlo] 

A second mtctnci piofocol mteiface is configuietl T o icrene the phone signal sent 
tlmmgh the mtenie; b\ the fust interna pfomcoi nitctf<-ue ami to ttansnnt the phone 
signal to the second mobile nation, such that uscts of the fust and second mobile stations 
can engage in a coinetsauon v-hesc said phoie signals are communicated o\ei substantia! 
distances through the internet See element IS and patagtaphs [OOUsj and }(KH<>] 

1 he fust and second internet piotocol interlaces each maintain au eth<"> 
cancel lei equah/er module configured to correct distortions m the phone signal caused b\ 
the tta\el of the phone signal through free an, sersei deU\s and internet delaxs See 
elements s* and m paiagiaphs [0021 ] [0t»27j, [OuU], 1 003 S ] 

Independent claim 1 ~ among me featuies cited above \s itli icspect to claim 1 . 
further iccites the features that the phone signal is tian^nitred to and from the fnst and 
second internet ptotoeol mteiface b\ means of a fust and second cell towei equipped with 



Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Appeal Brief Dated \o\ ember 23, 2UOO ctnbei 20, 200" 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1. 2000 

an additional echo cancdlei equah/ei configured to correct distortions in the phone 
signal caused b\ the tun el of the phone signal thiough the tiee an See elements 4S and 
IS" and paiagiaphs [0018] and [O022] 

Claim 14 recites a telephonic method of transmitting cell phone signals between 
first and second mobile stations on a telephone swem ha\ sng first and second internet 
protocol mtet faces and fist and second tell toweis The method iikUkIcs geneuumg a 
ceil phone Mgnal at a fust mobile station, and receiving the cell phone Mgnai b\ the first 
cell towei and communicated to the Jitst internet piotocol nuetface See element lo and 
paragraph [00 1 o] 

feho canctUat'on conducted m the fn-t inutnct pioioeol tnu-i face on the cell 
phone udl to coneet Jistoitious in the phone signal caused h\ tho tiax e! oi the phone 
signal thiough tree an sener Jeiass and internet dela\s I he t.eli phone Mgtkd is 
tiansmmed b> the fitst internet protocol database into the internet See steps 1 0S~ i 12 and 
patagtaphs |0fm, <md [uOVij 

1 he cell phone signal is received b\ the second unernet piotocol interlace winch 
conducts echo cancellation on the cell phone call to cor feet distentions, m the phone signal 
caused h\ the traxd or the phone signal throuah tree an, sei\ei dda\? and internet 
o'eia>s, and deh%eied to the second cell tower See su ps 12S-1 ^ in p<nagtaph^ [uOiNj 
The cell phone signal is ice^ed at the second mobile station such that the fust and 
second mobile station are in communication with each other. See paragraph [0005]. 
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Application No. 00/902,-166 

Appeal Brief Dated November 23, 2009 ctober 20, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May 1 - 2009 

Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal (37 C'FR 41.37(c)(l)(vi}) 

The onh issue ou appeal is the iejei. uon of the Jamis, meUkhiig independent 
claims i. I -land I7undu 35 V S r <j iAHas as bung unpatentable o\u Hemonenetal 
(I s Patent \o o,H<>,7i<>} m mcw of Kitndworth ci al \\ S Patent No 6 "'"H 7 0H 

\ppeiiant tespet-tnjUs disagrees \sith this contention and intends to deinonsttate 
to the Boaid that the cited tcfetences do not teach oi suggest aH of the elements of the 
present tmemson as claimed in independent claims \ 14 and I not is fhete aiv> 
suggestion or momation to combine the reiViences w nh one another a? suggested b\ the 
Examiner. 
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Application No 0<-> 002 />6o 

Appeal Brief Dated \o\ ember 23, 2000 ctober 20. 2009 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1. 2(><H) 

Argument (J? 1 1-K 4 1.3*He)( 

The feattues of independent claim i mcuiJe fi telephone ^vstem tot transmitting 
telephone signals between fust and second mobile -canons I he ssstem includes a fust 
internet pi.nocoi imciface confmuied to tecene an incoming cell phone snmal geiK-iated 
b\ the fmn mobile station, and to transmit tin- phone si una i to the internet A second 
internet protocol unci face tcv.ei\es the phoue signal sent tbiongh the internet b\ the fnsf 
internet piotocol inteifaee and ttansmjts it to the second mobile station, inch that timers of 
the fust and second mobile otahoiK can engage m a cometsatton wheic the phone signals 
are communicated o\ er substantial disunites through the uueovT 1 he fust and second 
internet ptoUvol mteifaceo each luauuam an echo caiueilei equalizer module configured 
to eoueu d'Stottjous in said phone rugnai caused b\ the tune! of the phone smnal tiuouuh 
tree an, sei\ei delas° and internet ck-iass 

Such an arrangement mates the transmission of <-el! phone communications nunc 
efficient !w using die internet to cans the signal, rathe t than tismg a piurahn, of eel! 
phone toweis See foi example paragraphs [00C*3J [000°J of the piesent application 
i his helps useu^ t_an s on a Inc. \njce Coin ei nation o\ei substantia! distances through 
the mteinet (see puu-tgiaphs KUKWj and {001 "j [0021 \) w ith collected lag time deia\ 
and echoing kuii; accounted fot and cancelled (see patagtapiV [00 i."*]-] 003-1] i 

Ltho cancellation ii> a geneialh know n concept, but m the context of the present 
application, a specific placement ol echo cancellation at the point of conversion dovut to 
(he inf<-m<*t taitet being untuned and sent h\ towei ! and then again as the signal come 
out ol the uiteinet ( to be agam. tiammuted up to a tower fot deli\ci> t(> the second phone 
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Application No ("■> />6<> 

Appeal Brief Dated \o\ ember 23 2000 ctobei 20, 2U0" 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1 2o<)0 

device) allows fot hettei sen icing oi ^a!L=f that tune! tluoudi both ttadmonal (cell tuv.es) 
pathv.a\s m combination with non-rradmonal (internet) puthwavs 

! o foun the rejection the fc\ammer states that Hemonen teacher ail of the 
elements oi claim I except that the shot and second nitettiei ititeilai.es have echo 
t\mcellets The F xamtner completes the lejectton hv stating that klindwoith teaches the 
use of echo canceller foi signals piohSuns ovet free an, seuej dcl.us and mtetnei delays 
and that it would he obv urns to combine those elements with the ssstem of Heinoneu to 
arrive at the present chums'. 

The- Hemonen lefeienec pet tarns to a method and >vstem fui making piot'de 
infoiroat'ou concerning useis of a wueks- netvotf asadahle to othet usets (to! 2. hnes 
^h>-o 1 1 1 he ptofde information includes infetmatfon on whethoi a unci "s dev tec on the 
nctwoik .s operational or nor 1 he profile information max also include closed iLset data 
|lo! 2. lines 01 col 3 Itnes !--] I alike the piemen! invention., liemonen s method and 
svslcm hansnms tiara dkit is not onio sensitise to the extent that fractions of a second 
\\ould affect the Innctiondlth. of the method ei astern because }h t>i<nKii\ \ . s/cv? Joes 
not transmit live mice input. 

\s noted above m osciei to complete the i ejection of the claims, the L\aminet 
cites to the klmdvsonh lefeience, which deseubes a tnethod fot ysiny a containable 
adaptive filter foi echo cancellation, and a method fot delecting voice or no-soiec signals 

In the September 10 200^ Office \etioti. on page ~s ol the Oiftee Action the 
fxamniei states that "it would have been obvious to one having oidmats slili m the ait at 
the tune the insentient was made to use the KhndwoitiYs echo canec-llei in Hemonen s 
invention m otdet to temo%e acoustical and tlectueaJ echoes that occui due to reflections 
of hi signal to improve the quality of telecommunications system." 
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Application No ("■> W1M<> 

Appeal Brief Dated \o\ ember 23 2000 ctobei 20, 2U0" 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1 2o<)0 



Appellant notes that: 

"[Rjefeetioiu on obviousness grounds cannot be sustained in meie concUfsoiv 
statements instead theu innsi frv \<nvc u}lh uhik'J n>u\oni'n* with \<>mt nti'0*htt 
iitiJetptmutw hi \uf>j!<»t the k'^u' i.oUi./u<~{<>?i ot tthx/nusficw" KSR l2" 7 Sl't at l"41 
temphasH added) cite Aom In te Kahn 

Although KSR ha-* acknowledged that the it- ^ no a ngid test that tvciuues the 
I \annnei to indicate the teat. Jung mot^atmn ot suggestion to combine within the 
ieieiences themsehes foi ioiming the ob\ lousncss jcicujou, it has not icmox ed r Ue 
teimnemem fin aitseuiaung «Av one ot ouhuaiv m the an would combine the 
tcfetences to teach the -specific combination ^ claimed 

hi the pu^uit application it appeals ihat the Fsaminct is tu>tng the piesent tkxr-u 
as a hiuepimt and woikmg backwaid- to find \anous components hom disparate 
itletences to ibim the rucctnm 

knowledge of a piobleni and motnation to sohe it are entnels difieient from 
motivation to combine v'at fcfiii'fhi s to a<t<.h tit ptiitn >ihi' <. kiWh'd 
'trhngi'wnt An oln iousness tejection should not be sustained using hindsight 
i eauistmetiou ofreteieni.es to teach the clanued imention without explanation as - to how 
o; win the />'?>//< uh« > c fowic * n»»W/>£ c( miJcn J u> V ^omNncJ to /. in *'( />V 
t'\mcnf\ of ihCkU!i,n\ fnnos.'Cuaic> X \ \ Abbott I ab^iatones, M2 f W 1 i<>> <it 
footnote 3. 

hi the piesent application the clasms lecite a specific communication aiK j uuement 
that has include several component elements each of which ate selected to genet ate a 
newel method of cellulai communications- F\c*n though each of the ceitatn components 
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Application No. 00/902,-166 

Appeal Brief Dated November 23, 2009 ctober 20, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May 1 - 2009 

themselves may be independently considered to be known in the an, when evaluating the 
claim for obviousness, the claim must be taken in its totality, including the totality of the 
combined elements. 

It the l\<:tmmei s position that one could 'tso the klmd\unfh\s c\ho caucelk't tn 
Ileuuinerfs unenuon to itmose u^oi^u^al mJ cUld >l<j' tthoe^ thato^cui due to 
i eHectvns of m smoal Ho wet ei, this alone is not sufficient to sustain an obs sousncss 
rejection, 

Hemonen s method and astern mere \ transmits ptufile mformahon whose theie 
is no negative eiieet to a shon time dela\ /i/t art, no t\im\/it.jl and cktin^o 1 echoes 
ti' \;<<>t> tOi)i>vitfucufu-i>\ i heiefoie, n would not make sense to add the echo-cancel hna 
method of KhfKkv.oith oi am such echo-cancellm^ <tichtuctnie method to llemonen's 
pjoiile inhumation hansmsttei 

Foi example, the khndwoith ieferuuc details an atiansiement concerned with 
curnig time dclaxo tn substantially the ianc:c- of 20 to 120 mfihsecoiids (see *,oi Ime 39 
col ^ line ^S) Indeed, m col 5 lines 4i-4"* khtukwuitb deseuhes d i 20 mil Usee ond 
time dt'Lu as a buy penod of time foi t max ' \sheie t max represents * the amount of 
ttmt used tn detc-inumnu the mavnuun amplitude of the signal that is Intel used as 4 m 
uppet hmit m a historian) of the amplitude of the iigiuk " feci ^ hues >3 ^7} \ 
o'ehn of Co milliseconds is urtualh. mconsei.U' nra! foi llemonen\ svstem and method 
because mellemoneu sefeienee mcieK tt admits s t n ed pi ofile mioitnatiuu 

NK'teoxet. ' jWjhen the prior an teaches asvax fioro combimnu certain known 
elements discover of a successful means of combining them i» mine HkeK to be 
nonolnious ' kSR lutein Co \ Teleflex lite s ^M) I S 410 {200~HCJttng I nucd 
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Appeal Brief Dated No\ ember 23, 2uW ctobei 20, 2U0" 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ 1. 2000 

States s Adams 383 T S 3° i Hot*)) hi the piesent instance gisen the tune deia\s 
mentioned tn Mmdwoith (120 milliseconds), combining the elements of Mmduorth and 
llemonen would tn f<tu astute th<it a s\stem immtckmg the present anangement as 
Jamied wutild fad because seal time \osee communications cannot locate such long 
ume deia\s tn the communications pathwas I hetefoie, the combination of the elements 
cueu In the I Nam met k cleaiis taught av.a\ from \ usei of oidmarv skill m the an 
uoiiki cettamk not consider combining dement-' thai would assmethe faiknc oi !us her 
endea\oi 1 his tactot aluiie ^uppoits Hie piopositioi) that the cuneni application k-> 
non.obv.ious. 

Thus, there is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation in the Heinonen and 
Kiindworth references that would cause a user of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
references as suggested by the Examiner On the contrary, as it stands., the Examiner 
appears to be using the language of the independent claims as a blueprint and working 
backwards to form the rejection without articulating a reasoning with a rational 
underpinning for one of ordinary skill in the art to make such a combination. 

To form an obviousness rejection of the independent claims, the cited references 
should not only mention all of the elements of the claims, but instead taking the claim in 
its totality, must suggest to one of ordinary skill art to combine each of the claimed 
components to form the complete arrangement/method as claimed 

Regarding the Examiner's reply to the prior remarks in May 1, 2009 the Examiner 
states that "...a recitation of the intended rise of the claimed invention must result in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art,.." 

Appellant notes that claims 1 and 17 are system claims. Appellant is submitting 



14 



Application No. 00/902,-166 

Appeal Brief Dated November 23, 2009 ctober 20, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May 1 - 2009 

that the prior art does not teach or .suggest ail of the combined elements of the these 
claims. To the extent that there are functional recitations of the claimed structural 
elements they are not relied on to overcome the references. Claim 14 is a method claim 
and is embodied by the steps recited. Appellant is asserting that the references do not 
teach the combined steps as claimed. 

For at least, this reason. Appellant requests that reject ion of independent claims 1 , 
14 and 1 7 be withdrawn. For at. least these same reasons. Appellant requests that the 
rejection of dependent claims 2-3, 5-1? and 15-10 be withdrawn . 
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C laims AppendU (3"? C M< 41 .37(e )( i )(\ Hi >) 

1 (unienth. amended) A telephone system fur liansmiumg telephone 
.-agnah-. between first ami -ceoud mobile stations wnd .system eompusmLi 

a fust internet piotocol unci lace confirmed to iecei\e an incoming 
cell phone sijinjl geiteiatod hv the ln»t mobs-e station, and to iiansmst said phone signal 

to the internet: and 

a second internet ptutos-o! mteiiace confirmed To icccne said 
phone signal sent thumgh the internet b\ said first internet piotocol mtenace and to 
ttansrmt said phone signal to the .second mobile nation, such thai useis of the fust and 
second mobile station-* can eiigjiii. in a comeisation %vIick said phone signals aie 
Lominumeated o\et substantial distance,* thiough the internet, -uhetem «*w-e4\s»jid fust 
and second mternet piotov.ol mteifaees each maniunnj(s|| an echo caneeiles tqs.iah/ei 
module confirmed to coiteet disioutons in .->aid phone signal caused bs the ua\ei of said 
phone signal through dee an, set\et delays and internet delays 

2 (otigtnah A telephone s\,->tem a,- d aimed m claim 1 wheietn said 
fust internet pnnoeol intetface is furthci compused of a fust adds ess teadei module 
conftguud to uad the phone mimbu of the eesimat'Oti second niohde atat'on enieied h\ 
the user the first mobile station. 

3. (original) A telephone system as claimed in claim 2, wherein said- 
first internet protocol interface is further comprised of a first software controller module 
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In Reply to Office Action dated May 1 - 2009 

configured to process the address information for the second mobile station provided as 
provided by said first address reader module. 

4, (cancelled) 

5. (previously presented) A telephone system as claimed in claim 1 , 
wherein said first internet protocol interface is further comprised of a first analog/digital 
converter configured to convert a voice portion of said phone signal into digital format. 

o <ongmjl) A telephone ssstem a? claimed m claim K whet em said 
fust internet piototol inteifaee is fimhei vornpiiscd ofj inutiiet piomcol coiueiiei 
module comjguted to embed s,nd phono signal into ^ packeti/ed digital data sKeam tot 
transmission through the internet. 

(ongmah A telephone svstem as claimed in claim <\ wherein said 
second internet protocol tntettace is limber comprised of a internet protocol cie-Lomeiter 
module configured to remose said phone Mgnal from said paekeu/ed digital djta stream. 

S. (original! A telephone svstem as claimed in claim I . wherein said 
second internet protocol interface is limhei comprised of a second softw are controller 
module configured to process address information of the second mobile station provided 
by the user of the first mobile station. 
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9. (original } A telephone system as claimed in claim 8, wherein said 

second internet protocol interface is further comprised of a second address reader module 

configured to read said address information provided by said second software controller 

so as to direct said cell phone signal through the public switched telephone network to The 

second mobile station. 

1.0. (original) A. telephone system as claimed in claim 1, wherein said 
second internet protocol interface is further comprised of a second digital/analog 
converter, configured to convert the voice portion of said phone signal in to analog 
format. 

1 1 (ongmai) A telephone \\stcm as churned m claim 10 ^hetem said 
second internet protocol uuuJacc is ftitthei cumpused of a second echo 
caticeUet'Cquahzci module configured to correct distortions in said phone signal caused 
b\ the fund uf satd phone signal tlnough the internet 

12 (Oiigmal) A telephone s\,->ttm a,- claimed m claim I whet em the 
fust and second mobile siamms are ceil phores 

1 3 (ongmai ) A telephone s\ .-tern d.- claimed m claim 1 w hcicm said 
phone signal can be tiansmrtted fiom said fust mteinet pi on -col mteifaee to said second 
internet protocol mteifaee \u a private packet Pitched uetvunk 
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14. (previously presented) A telephonic method of transmitting ceil 
phone signals between first and second mobile stations on a telephone system, said 
system having first and second internet protocol interlaces and first and second cell 
towers, said method comprising the steps of; 

generating a ceil phone signal at a first mobile station; 

receiving said ceil phone signal by the first cell tower and communicated 
to the first internet protocol interface; 

conducting echo cancellation in said first internet protocol interface on 
said cell phone call to correct distortions in said phone signal caused by the travel of said 
phone signal through free air, server delays and interact delays; 

transmitting said cell phone signal by the first interact protocol database 
into the internet; 

i evening saulceil phone ssgmi bs the second internet ptotocoS mteiface 
conducting echo cancellation in said fhst internet protocol mteiface on said cell phone 
call to couLCt distortions in said phone sigiui caused b\ the ti.ue) of said phone signal 
through fiee an senet dehns and internet delays, and delneicd to the second ^\{ fo^ei, 

and 

i<_cci\ sag said ceil phone signd at the scamd mobile, such that the first 
and aei ond tnobde station die m communication with each otbei 

1 c ' tougmal) 1 he telephone method as. claimed m 14, fuahct 
composing the step of embedding said phone signal into a paeketized digital data stream 
befoie the fust internet piototol niteiface ttansnub oatd phone signal into the internet 
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I 6. (original ') The telephone method as claimed in 1 5, further 
comprising the step of recovering said embedded phone signal from said paeketized 
digital data stream after said phone signal is received by the second internet protocol 
interface. 

J? (pteviousK piesented) A telephone astern foi uansnntttng 
telephone signals between fust and second mobile Canons sftul ostein eonvptistng 

a iuM internet ptotocol mteiface eonftgiued to tecene an incoming cell 
phone signal genet ated h\ the fust mobile station, and to transmit said phone signal to the 
tr.rte.niet: and 

ft a'i uud interne* protocol interlace configured to receive -^fiul phone 
signal sent iluouuh the ujtei net b\ said tiist tntetnet psotocoi nueifa^e ami to naiismn 
said phone signal to the second mobile station, such that useis of the fust and second 
mobile stations can engage m a com eisation wbcie said phone signals aie eommnnualed 
o\es substantial distances thiough the internet 

Aheietn *me-r»f 'aid first and second internet protocol internes each 
mdinumff- 5 ]] an echo canceller equalize! module confirmed to conect distot uons sn said 
phone signal caused bv senei and internet dela\» and 

said phone signal ts transmitted to and fiom said rust and second internet 
protocol uiteiiace bs means of a fust and second cell towei equipped with an additional 
echo canceller equah?ei configured to correct distortions m said phone signal caused b> 
the tia\el of said phone signal thtough the Ace an 
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Evidence Appendix (37 Cf'R 41.37{c)(l)(ix)) 

There is no additional material for this section. 
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Related Proceedings Appendix (37 C FU 41.37(c)(l)<x}) 

There is no additional material for this section 
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hi \iev\ of the tbisionHi, Appellant tespectfuli\ submits that the pi (sent invent son 
as claimed is mm in condition +bi allowance <nn\ icquesK that the Patent Board of 
Appeals teseiscs the letections of the 1 \aninei and remands u to him ibi fiutbet 
piostcuunn as i equated b\ \ppellant 



Respectful ly .submitted 

SOI KR & HAROW U P 

Dated; November 23, 2009 By: Roboit iiaioun 

Roben fhuotm 
Reu No >4>!5 
i { 7 Madison Avenue 
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Customer * *V6(>0 



23 



